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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed a typographical error in the response filed 6 April 2007. 
Discussed the new matter rejection. Discussed the fact that the current invention is directed to a cladding tube, where 
the claimed alloy forms the majority of the cladding tube. This differentiates from the alloy disclosed by Mardon et al, 
where the disclosed alloy only formed a thin portion of the entire cladding tube. Further, "majority" will be and should 
be interpreted to mean at least 50%, including 100%, such that the presence of any inner or outer layers would not be 
required. 



